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ties; determining a recommendation weight for one of the
plurality of candidate preference activities with respect to the
current user; and presenting at least some of the plurality of
candidate preference activities based on recommendation
weights corresponding to the plurality of candidate prefer-
ence activities.

20 Claims, 22 Drawing Sheets
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Determine a Recommendation Weight for One of the Plurality
of Candidate Preference Activities with Respect to
a Current User

606~

Present At Least Some of the Plurality of Candidate Preference
Activities Based on Recommendation Weights Corresponding
to the Plurality of Candidate Preference Activities
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Receive an Indication Associated with a Preference
for an Item and Data Associated with a User

304\ 1

Store Metadata Associated with a New Preference Activity
Including Data Associated with at Least the User
and the Item
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Determine a Recommendation Weight for One of the Plurality
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Receive an Indication Associated with Analyzing a Candidate
Preference Activity

804\ | 4

Obtain Metadata Associated with a User Associated with the
Candidate Preference Activity

806~ 1.4

Obtain Metadata Associated with a Current User

808\ 4

Obtain a Time Indication Associated with the Candidate
Preference Activity

810~ v

Obtain Metadata Associated with an Iltem Associated with
the Candidate Preference Activity

812~ '

Determine a Recommendation Weight Associated with the
Candidate Preference Activity Based on One or More of the
Following: The Metadata Associated with the User
Associated with the Candidate Preference Activity, the
Metadata Associated with the Current User, the Time
Indication Associated with the Candidate Preference Activity,
and the Metadata Associated with an Item of the Candidate
Preference Activity

FIG. 8
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902~

Receive an Indication Associated with Analyzing a
User Under Consideration

904\

Determine a Similarity Value Associated with the User
Under Consideration with Respect to a Current User

906~ Y

Determine Whether the User Under Consideration is
Relevant with Respect to the Current User Based
At Least in Part on the Similarity Value

FIG.9
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1302~

Receive a Matching Request Associated with a
Current User

1304~ v

Obtain a List of ltems of Interest Corresponding to the
Current User

1306"\ v
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1308~ v
Process the Plurality of Slices
1310~ ¥

Merge Results Determined Based on Processing the
Plurality of Slices

FIG. 13



US 9,116,997 B2

Sheet 14 of 22

Aug. 25,2015

U.S. Patent

¥l OId
oo 004NN 000130 ool h u HYWIIN NOILYSHZMNOD TINA M ——~
OHSH A [ NOICAA IS 101240 ATORSHOS NI OIRHLAKA TOALAOHY HLA
" & AL SNV YN - NOLSOR ASKLAA) | oA o0 T80 ASHL Sea0ATea3H) T
SR SNV = S04 1 0L DA OL IR
L
il il »7 t il
RGN 10T L]
34T STINON I, 9T
e
3 Ml a0, ConaLom L g |8
Y LM NREHOY HONS SH
LB ST 3407 05T 0K
“Nd _E Y _ e _E
Hf3A NOA W SHL3N0TN0A 1S383HL S ANNYI:NOA
HIHSHLES SHORT B O35 [ SHONLE [
e i [ i & i (]
R L EE 100 JFONSNORSH SO A
SSE | ]! ,
\
D wm b@: mm Ajlwiey upow
: N
__zov 21|, ASTHODLY) Y MOHS YOpL

N

@ | N3HO AV

31403 [( )] seonvis




US 9,116,997 B2

Sheet 15 of 22

Aug. 25,2015

U.S. Patent

gL 'Old

39¥d 3111044

39¥d NOILYSH3ANOD

SRRHL I

T8 10N IENOIIL T T LT AN

39Yd SNOISSNJSI

B0

100 | SiRaL | Ao | <o | Logy

1008

[a]MarSETnaINae

]

A | I |

TE fF)

QG

0090

DY js

MU0

MRS

J

A

C




US 9,116,997 B2

Sheet 16 of 22

Aug. 25,2015

U.S. Patent

91 "9Old
W00 308 O A M N ] oNdITS
ONHH
% SOV O 0002109341 IHALY
S0 TYHL 04 STO00GY O TS TISIM A0 L SN
TS TR0 00 T S0 (R L0 S
B N -
: Lnoay SIHONoHLS YN LY
Do SISTUIIN HIHLD
TR0 | SHOUYSENEY [
{ Y
SHOAYII €67 STNITNMOYE JNYW VNI |\

~ 5040 HYGY | 314034 | SNOLYSHIANCD | SHOAVTS WL aoae]
( 3000941 (25 HOTHONW Y NOOSHLH 4} (2 ]»]
M08 000




US 9,116,997 B2

Sheet 17 of 22

Aug. 25,2015

U.S. Patent

Ll 'Old

ISINHO | HSITONT

LOVINOD | SWH3L | AOYAIMd | 9078 | Lnogy _

NOILYS3ANCD MAIA

NOILYSHIANOO SIHLNI 31d03d 7

LR R ]

NOILYSH3ANOD MAIA

NOILYSEIANG) SIHLN F1d03d 16

] ] ) ] ] ] 3]

NOILYSHZANOD MAIA

NOILYSHIANOD SIHLNI 91034 ¢

LT R Rl ]

GOONIY LI SM &0 ¢111¥d HONHOr LI Swit S31Lv38 HL
(NH=8 30404 FALY3HO T34 ZHL Sy OHM 301030 LNYO TILS
SAYS NYWaYH AN

(FIL 40 131 3HL SONYLS NGV SIHL 30749 3H1 30WW
O NYIN AYONTY 1N08Y"A08 HO AYOOL SMaN FHL V34 |
SAYS Y8NH I

G4 LYHL S1"LHIN LY I OL SHY3dS LD ANINHL| 3634)
0708y "INV 0L JACTIANGTY Ly3u0 VSl Stddddd 195
SAYS N 3A3LS

NOILYSEANCD MIIA

NOILYSHIANOD SHLNI 31403 1)

i Risifiti

NOILYSH3ANOD A

NOILYSE3ANOD SHL NINOSH3d |

LTI R

NOLLYSYZANO I

NOILYSH3ANOD SHLNI 31d03d §

LRI Bl B Rl ]

EL
CFHOLYINN I LYHL 30404 FAILYIHO ¥ 363 1n¥d ONY NHOP
SAYS SddIHd TAIMAYD

INYHO NYI09349 3T SINNOS 3573 ONHLAEFAT Qv H
4303 3AVH T NGV LS38 3L S1 d 198 LYHL 34NS ALLed M
SAYS Y2¥S YHSHY

“ ATIVISYE LYHING t3HLID0L LNd SYM IANETY SIHL LvHL
3731138 OL Q4vH S.L1 0009 0S Syt INNTY SIHL Y301 ON QvH
SAYS ONIY 108D

]

SIUAORL BI04 38988 > [ 5

TIOLAY VITIaPM TINH FHL 32 JSNDITSNORKOD L0 3HL e3ONI VIT3dMA WOE G2SNIOIT SI3ACHY NOILd¥9530 FHL

Sq1Lv38

o

2131100 N3 SO%-0IA IHL NI J0NIDH2 S.AF163te SIATS ATNO ONY Tn355330NS ATTrIHSAINQD SY 10 Q3SIvid ATIVOILIEO SY N3=8 S¥H LOY
N TYOISIA EIHLO ON"LI MO M Sy ISNIN dOd ONILNZANIH04 TTBISNOSId 13941 ONIFE AANINZD HLOZ 3HL 40 NONIWONIHe TwISTIA 1539918 3HL 363k SF1LY=H 3L %@

SIHLINTT1d03d €67 ONYE 8N SLEVH A13NOT Siéiddddd 19§

5S04 WVAY | 31d03d | SNOILYSHIANOD [SHOAV 16L

JOAR}[BI90S

Blaqs

C 719009 ab) (D BSY

RO SOAY I TVIDOSTALIA [ +) («]*)

dOAY14TYI00S

000




US 9,116,997 B2

Sheet 18 of 22

Aug. 25,2015

U.S. Patent

8l 'Old

[CNOLFSEOINER )
NOILYSUZANO SIHLNI 314034 1

LR R Rad )

(I
NOILYSEFIN) SHL NI 31403 16

R 1] ol s Rl )

[CNOLvSHM0dMaA )
NOILYSHIANCO SHLM T1603¢¢

LRI R ]

SOONY LI SYI HO ¢ 1N'vd HO NHO LI SYY S3138 3L
(INIH=8 30404 FALY3O 1734 HL SYAL O 301030 LN TIILS |
SAYS NYWaYHO AJ¥va

(31140 1531 2HL SONYLS WNGTV SIHL 3049 3HL 30N
OHMA Ny ANOM ¥ LNOBY K08 HO AYOOL SMAN FHL O3y |
SAYS YEENH 9nC

am@ A LYHLS!"LHOIN LY I OL SHY3dS L) AN INL mwm%
FAOTOSTV1 30NV OL 3AOTI WNGTY LY3HO ¥ SI Stidddd 195
SAYS MW 3A3LS

NOILYSHIANOD MaIA NOILYSH3ANOD A NOWOO NI SH0AY14 61 3AYK NOA

NOILYSHIANOD SIHLNI m._lo& W NOILYSHFANOO SIHL NI zom%n_ } my_o><.m 1o @__._ Dzmg_._z_uz_%

31¥00L " INVHO NYIH09349 31T SONNOS 3513 SNIHLAYIAT Qv "0I0¥4 FHLNG (3414 38 9:8

(FHOLYANN SI LYHL 30H04 ILY4O Y 353 1N QNY NHOT Y3A3 IAH T ANGTY LS3T KL S d 195 LYHLTNS ALLTad W HFHI30L Ld SANG FSTHL SONOS THL 40 ANYVINIHL
SAYS SddlHd T34V SAYS [VAYS YHSHY SAYS ONIH INOL

[50d]| LSOOG > ] 1
FIOILEY YIQdIMIM TN 3HL 33 "3SNOITSNONNOO ALY340 FHL Ha0NN YIQ3dIYIN WOY NI SI 3A08Y NOILdIH0SIA FHL N

A

‘31309 N 0501 3HL N 3ONF943H3 SAZ153dd SIATE ANO ONY TN3SS300NS ATIMIOHFNIOD SY H0 035IWdd ATTYOILID SYN338 SYH Loy
N WOISTIA H3HLO ON” LI MONY 31 SV ISTI ¢Od ONILNFANI ¥04 T1BISNOGSY ATI0YT N3 AMNLNZ HLOZ 3L 10 NONIHONHe TwDISNIA LS390/8 FHL Fe3h ST1Lv3E FHL %@

SHL 311 31d03d £67 ONVE 8D SLEYIH ATINOT S¥3dd3d'L9S

«$S0HI WVQY | 37d03d | SNOILYSHIANOD | SHOAYTS 1L

IOABJ[BI20S

Eleq¥

C 719009 2b) (D5

WY SOMTIVIOSIALIA L [ +) [<]»]

JOAYT4TYID0S

000




US 9,116,997 B2

Sheet 19 of 22

Aug. 25,2015

U.S. Patent

6L "9Old
| | I
3415 LN W) HONOHL ‘G3AYTd NI NaL40 SV SST00%E IAILYIHD FHL NI TIOM SATH0D J8AYIINHL | (MONY NOA HIYH F0IN ATIV3Y Qv SAYMTY SvH Tnvd
09Y SHINOA Z-2N0Quvd ATIE | U |
“OLNALSTT 0L 30IN A3 S OIS 3NEL S
05 HLNOW |- 1) AN | U |
Y004 FV15 390N GIATId AL ASIM ATNO | SAID 0 dN10HD GaINT Y.L ¥ T43i ST1Lv38 3L
(31135 NOSH3d H3HLO | ONY HL3 AS0L 09 SYEaIE - 01 vsstuvit L U |
L G00Nw "SAVS 3HS NaHA, SNY3#1 3HS LV LON SLYHL L 139 00 NOAYNHL LNOQ I ATILOV
N3 | 09V SAYaZ- OTiaAdv annar | U
17 139 TG00 NYOIMHON ALLVd AN SLVHL 10T
09 10H - INOGHY) ATTig | LU |
| “T00K NVISIVHON YT NWOYA 305 ¥ 5.1 394039 HIM
09 0L IAYH ATNOM | Qe MiyH LSIE, NIt 0. ST10Y38 3HL 40 3NO Y0Id OL Q¥H 1 4 TN ATIYZ ONR S Ml ST 40 LHONOHL ATTY34 ¥3AIN | SSIN9|
GaI10324 T14034 4340 6 ONY NOSISOR INOL 058 4437 09 S3L7NIN 1 -GAOR ALLYd | U |
WALV 7L 04 SNHOT 40 ST1Yd S¥ 30N SY LON S| 6vH SIH 357Y038 ST JaATN AHML
34N LON I HONOHL ‘G3AYTd NMOG N3L0 Sy SS30042 ALY IHL NI TIOH S394039 AW INHL | MONY NOA HIYH TN ATIV3 O¥H SAYMTY SYH Tnvd
31434 9097 SLTNIA L-INOQNVD ATIE LU |
"OLNILSTT OL 30N Ad3A S IS IN8L S
09v LI |- OTI3AEYD ANNG | U |
0N LK)y [
AYIECOHINI SY OV 3pm jypNn TS §1 INTTYL 20 TAATT MIZHL ALAILYZHD MZHL AG G2V WY | S3HLIOOL YONLS SHIAHODTH TevL Yove L+ OML
ST ()| 0L SLNORY ATTYOISYE Ly NO H2HL390L LNd Sk WNGTY SIHL LHL 3431738 OL Qe ATIV3Y SL1 10009 0 SYM ANGTY SIHL Y301 ON Qv |
s 1A HINKNG NOGHO9 OL ATdZ NI 09Y HINOW | - SNIX 04V
285040 WYAY | T1d03d |SNOLLYSHIANOD |SHOAYT4 b6l &%@mE@@@@
( 00 %) [DFT NOTSORTHOOSTALIRL J+) [<]+)
HOAVIATVIO0S 000




U.S. Patent Aug. 25, 2015 Sheet 20 of 22 US 9,116,997 B2

2001\\ v

Receive a Plurality of
Comments

2004~

Display All of the Plurality
of Comments

2006~ Yes

Determine a Display Score
Associated with One of the
Plurality of Comments

2008~ ,

Present a Portion of the
Plurality of Comments
Associated with a
Predetermined Number of
Highest Display Scores

X

End Je

FIG. 20



US 9,116,997 B2

Sheet 21 of 22

Aug. 25,2015

U.S. Patent

3573 NOANY ¥0 ‘NOSHILLYd LON ATNIYLY3D NN
&0 NOLHIIO HO GiHO 40 ATIONNOD O WYHSIHO
LON'SISHL LYHL MONY NOA ONY TIAON AHLEYION

JYWH0O ¥ 40 ONAENSS LSHI4 3HL Qv3H nCA

SSUCH ALLFN JHLTIY
1n0AY SAVS HOIOHIANIA 31003 d

L¢ 'Ol
SINIHO | HSIONS LOVINOO | SIYEL | AJVARMd | 9078 | L0V
[a]NoiLvsyamoI mIA) [a]NoiLySy3moI M) ([a] 30vsSIOL AT )
09V SILANIN 72
OIS || 0 DU 1 0O ORI
“AYOOL NCILOH ONILI A SINYOHON H3LY30 (¥3430HNI ¥ HO4 ONILOOY ALIALYR4O

J13SHN0A ONNOA NOA FAIL LSYT 3HL SYM NIHM
NCISIAI13L NG N33S 43A3 AL ONIKLANY FHITNN

NV ONIdGId9 ATIONYYLS Wiv SI 43LX30 138N 3HL
NO INJ¥34410 AT3LT1dWOI ONHLIWOS ATIWNIA HY

431X30.1N08Y SAYS
NVASSTAd-ITTIO0A AJHYD d

HIFHL A8 Q329WY W1 H3HLIO0L ¥INLS SY43CH00TY
3dvL OVHL7 OML OL SINNOWY ATTVOISYE LYHM
NO Y3HL390L LNd SyM WNETY SIHL L¥HL 3A3N38 OL
(vH S.LI 0002 OS SYM WNATY SIHL ¥3aI ON QvH |

(NYE 80
SLY¥IH ATINOTSd3dd3d 'L9S d
1nOGY SAVS ONIM T04VD

Ui | ondnd |

SHOAY14 1N08Y SNOILYSHANOO 3118 MNd

SHOAYT4 162 3NN NOA IWVAY H

31d03d _wzo_._.<mm_m_>zoo

«5S04I WYY | 31d03d | SNOILYSHIANCD | SHOAY 16L

C 319009 ) (DY

WOJHOAYITYIOOSILIH [T +] [«]#]

d0AY1Z1v100S

000




US 9,116,997 B2

Sheet 22 of 22

Aug. 25,2015

¢¢ 'Old

3SINIHO | HSITON

LY[4dOdddYNI SY FOYSSIA O

LOVINOQ | SWY3L | AJ¥AMd | 9078 | LnhOgY

(2] 39vssanoL A1¢3y |

09V SHNOH ¢

¢LNCAVIAINT Y OL
ONILAIHS FH3M NIHA 38 TTL NOANYD WYY

SAVS 08NYO IWOYN d

FOVSSIN SIHL 3AIK
FOVSSIN OL AldFd

COY HNOH

“N0A I¥1340W 38 OL AdL
IHOINT 41 43ANOM 1 iINVaY SHOAY14 HNOA A0

43NN SIHL WNCYHS FOYSSINMO0TE |

SAYS NOSY3ANaH INOL d

([a] 39vSS3N 0L ATd3Y |

Q9Y SILNNIA L

[ONOTOL AYVYYYMNIIE SLI ¢LSYOD LSyd FHL OL
100 %24 3M0I OL ONIO9 NOA Y NIHM 0S

SAVS SIHOON TANNYQ d

VAN | onand |

SYIBNFN N33ML38 SIOVSSIN FLYANG

31403d _wzo_Em_mszou

SYOAV4 16 MM NOA iWvaY

«$S04I WYQY | 37d03d | SNOILYSYIANDD [ SHOAYd 6L

( TH009+0) (D5SY 00 SO O0SFLA L 1+) [<]%)

J0AY1VI0S 000

U.S. Patent




US 9,116,997 B2

1
PRESENTING USER PREFERENCE
ACTIVITIES

CROSS REFERENCE TO OTHER
APPLICATIONS

This application claims priority to U.S. Provisional Patent
Application No. 61/537,951 entitled ONLINE CONVERSA-
TIONS BASED ON USER SIMILARITIES filed Sep. 22,
2011 which is incorporated herein by reference for all pur-
poses.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

At a social networking service platform, a user may desire
to be informed of the user’s friends’ interactions and activities
atthe platform. However, depending on the number of friends
the user has at the platform and/or the volume of the friends’
interactions and activities, the user may be overwhelmed by
notifications of all such interactions and activities at the plat-
form. It would be desirable to present to a user a selected
subset of such interactions and activities that may be of most
interest to a user so that the user may consume the information
in a more time efficient manner.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

Various embodiments of the invention are disclosed in the
following detailed description and the accompanying draw-
ings.

FIG. 1 is a diagram of an embodiment of a system for
providing a social networking service platform that presents
to a current user preference activities of various users.

FIG. 2 is a diagram showing an example of a recommen-
dation server.

FIG. 3 is a flow diagram showing an embodiment of a
process for storing a preference activity.

FIG. 4 is a diagram showing an example of a user interface
configured to provide selectable elements associated with
indicating preference for items of interest.

FIG. 5 is a diagram showing an example of a user interface
configured to provide selectable elements associated with
indicating preference for items of interest in response to
selection of one such selectable element.

FIG. 6 is a flow diagram showing an embodiment of a
process for presenting preference activities.

FIG. 7 is an example of a user interface associated with a
feed page populated for a current user.

FIG. 8 is a flow diagram showing an embodiment of a
process for determining a recommendation weight for a can-
didate preference activity.

FIG. 9 is a flow diagram showing an embodiment of a
process for determining whether a user is relevant to a current
user.

FIG. 10 is an example of a user-item database that maps
each user to a list of items that the user has indicated interest.

FIG. 11 is an example of an item-user database that maps
each item to a list of users who have indicated interest in the
item.

FIG. 12 is a diagram showing an embodiment of a hierar-
chical matching system that is highly scalable.

FIG. 13 is a flow diagram illustrating an embodiment of a
matching process.

FIG. 14 is an example of a user interface associated with a
feed page populated for a current user with comments posted
at presented preference activities.
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FIG. 15 is a diagram illustrating an example conversation
interaction flow.

FIG. 16 is a diagram that illustrates an example of a profile
page.

FIG. 17 illustrates an example flavor page.

FIG. 18 illustrates an example flavor page that gives a
preview of the users who made comments in a conversation
thread.

FIG. 19 is an example conversation page.

FIG. 20 is a flow diagram showing an embodiment of
presenting comments.

FIG. 21 illustrates an example discussions page.

FIG. 22 illustrates the same interface in private mode
where private streams are received and displayed.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The invention can be implemented in numerous ways,
including as a process; an apparatus; a system; a composition
of matter; a computer program product embodied on a com-
puter readable storage medium; and/or a processor, such as a
processor configured to execute instructions stored on and/or
provided by a memory coupled to the processor. In this speci-
fication, these implementations, or any other form that the
invention may take, may be referred to as techniques. In
general, the order of the steps of disclosed processes may be
altered within the scope of the invention. Unless stated oth-
erwise, a component such as a processor or a memory
described as being configured to perform a task may be imple-
mented as a general component that is temporarily configured
to perform the task at a given time or a specific component
that is manufactured to perform the task. As used herein, the
term ‘processor’ refers to one or more devices, circuits, and/or
processing cores configured to process data, such as computer
program instructions.

A detailed description of one or more embodiments of the
invention is provided below along with accompanying figures
that illustrate the principles of the invention. The invention is
described in connection with such embodiments, but the
invention is not limited to any embodiment. The scope of the
invention is limited only by the claims and the invention
encompasses numerous alternatives, modifications and
equivalents. Numerous specific details are set forth in the
following description in order to provide a thorough under-
standing of the invention. These details are provided for the
purpose of example and the invention may be practiced
according to the claims without some or all of these specific
details. For the purpose of clarity, technical material that is
known in the technical fields related to the invention has not
been described in detail so that the invention is not unneces-
sarily obscured.

Embodiments of a social networking service platform
(e.g., Socialflavor™) that presents to a current user prefer-
ence activities of various users in a ranked order are
described. In some embodiments, a “current user” refers to a
user who is currently logged onto the social networking ser-
vice platform (e.g., via having performed authentication). In
some embodiments, a “preference activity” refers to an
instance of a user indicating a preference for an item associ-
ated with the social networking service platform. Once the
user indicates preference for the item, the item is stored as an
item of interest for that user and metadata is also stored for the
preference activity. Examples of items of interest may
include, but are not limited to, products, movies, books,
music, public figures, activities, and locations. For example, a
preference activity may include user Alice at the platform
indicating a preference (e.g., through the selection of a but-
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ton) for the book “The Catcher in the Rye.” In some embodi-
ments, in response to receipt of an indication associated with
presenting preference activities for a current user, a recom-
mendation weight is determined for each candidate prefer-
ence activity to potentially present to the current user. In some
embodiments, each candidate preference activity is associ-
ated with a user who may be the current user or a user other
that the current user. In some embodiments, each candidate
preference activity may be associated with the current user or
a user other than the current user who has been determined to
be relevant to the current user. Similarities between users will
be described further below. In some embodiments, a recom-
mendation weight is determined for each candidate prefer-
ence activity based on one or more of the following: a time
indication associated with the preference activity, metadata
associated with the current user, metadata associated with the
user associated with the candidate preference activity, and
metadata associated with the item associated with the candi-
date preference activity. In some embodiments, those candi-
date preference activities associated with the highest recom-
mendation weights are presented most conspicuously for the
current user (e.g., at a feed page populated for the current
user). For example, candidate preference activities may be
presented conspicuously by presenting them at the top of the
feed page and/or toward the left-hand side of the feed page
(e.g., assuming that the readers are accustomed to reading
from the left to the right).

In some embodiments, one or more comments may be
posted by a user in association with a particular candidate
preference activity that is presented for the current user. In
some embodiments, the user associated with a comment may
be the current user or another user. In some embodiments, in
the event that there are over a threshold number of comments
associated with a presented candidate preference activity,
then a display score, as will be described further below, is
determined for each such comment based on the nature of the
comment and/or the user(s) who have interacted with the
comment. Then, those comments with the highest display
scores will be presented with the presented candidate prefer-
ence activity for the current user (while the other comments
will be hidden and/or collapsed).

By determining recommendation weights for candidate
preference activities, the preference activities may be pre-
sented in a ranked order of associated recommendation
weights as determined with respect to a particular current
user. As a result, the current user may be able to consume the
preference activity information in a prioritized and efficient
manner, since it is assumed that the current user may be able
to view the most potentially interesting preference activities
(based on the magnitudes of the preference activities’ recom-
mendation weights) first and more easily than the preference
activities of less potential interest. Furthermore, in the event
that there are a great number of comments associated with a
presented candidate preference activity, only those comments
determined to be of the most potential interest (based on the
magnitude of the comments’ display scores) to the current
user are presented for the current user.

FIG. 1 is a diagram of an embodiment of a system for
providing a social networking service platform that presents
to a current user preference activities of various users. In the
example, system 100 includes client 102, network 104, and
recommendation server 106. Network 104 comprises high-
speed data networks and/or telecommunication networks.
Client 102 is configured to communicate with recommenda-
tion server 106 over network 104.

Client 102 is configured to enable a user to access the social
networking service platform provided by recommendation
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server 106. In some examples, the social networking service
platform is referred to as Socialflavor™. For example, the
social networking service platform may comprise a website
and may be accessed at a particular uniform resource locator
(URL) (e.g., “www.socialflavor.com”). In some embodi-
ments, the user may be able to access the social networking
service platform and import items of interest that the user has
indicated at external websites (e.g., Facebook®, Netflix®). In
some embodiments, the user may also be able to create items
of interest at the social networking service platform. In vari-
ous embodiments, the user may be able to indicate preference
for items of interest (e.g., items that the user did not import
from an external website and/or previously indicate prefer-
ence for) at the social networking service platform. In some
embodiments, each indication of preference for an item is
stored as a preference activity with metadata that includes
data associated with at least the item and the user. In some
embodiments, metadata stored for a preference activity may
also include additional information such as a time indication
(e.g., timestamp) associated with when the user indicated
preference. In some embodiments, the user may be able to
view his or her preferred items at a webpage (which is some-
times referred to as the user’s profile page) of the social
networking service platform. In some embodiments, the user
may be associated with other users at the social networking
service platform through a platform-recognized relationship
such as a friendship or a status of following the other user or
being followed by the other user, for example. Such platform-
recognized relationships indicate greater interest among the
related users and may be used to determine which candidate
preference activities to present to a current user at an oppor-
tunity to present such information to the current user.

In some embodiments, an indication is received at recom-
mendation server 106, where the indication is associated with
presenting preference activities for a current user using client
102. For example, the indication may be generated when the
current user makes a selection at the website associated with
the social networking service platform that is configured to
generate a feed of user preference activity of interest for the
current user. In response to the indication, recommendation
server 106 is configured to determine a set of candidate pref-
erence activities and then determine a recommendation
weight for each of the candidate preference activities. Insome
embodiments, a set of candidate preference activities may
comprise at least some of the preference activities associated
with those otherusers who are determined to be relevant to the
current user (e.g., the top 10 other users who have the most
number of similar items of interest as the current user). In
some embodiments, recommendation server 106 is config-
ured to determine a recommendation weight for each candi-
date preference activity based on one or more of the follow-
ing: a time indication associated with the preference activity,
metadata associated with the current user, metadata associ-
ated with the user associated with the candidate preference
activity, and metadata associated with the item associated
with the candidate preference activity.

In some embodiments, recommendation server 106 is con-
figured to rank the candidate preference activities of the set
based on a descending order of their respective recommen-
dation weights. In some embodiments, the candidate prefer-
ence activity with the highest recommendation weight is dis-
played at a first position at the display (e.g., feed) webpage,
the candidate preference activity with the second highest
recommendation weight is displayed at a second position at
the display page, and so forth. In some embodiments, the
earlier positions for display at the webpage are designed to be
more conspicuous for the current user to view. For example,
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the first position may be located at the top-most row and
left-most corner of the webpage and the second position may
be located at the top-most row and to the right of the first
position. In some embodiments, only candidate preference
activities associated with recommendation weights above a
predetermined threshold are presented for the current user. In
some embodiments, only the top predetermined number of
candidate preference activities in the ranked list is presented
for the current user. For example, each preference activity
may be displayed as a tile that includes an image (if available)
that is associated with the preferred item, the name of the
preferred item, and identifying information associated with
the user that preferred the item.

In some embodiments, the current user or a different user
may post comments and/or other interactions associated with
preference activities. If such preference activities are pre-
sented for a current user, recommendation server 106 is con-
figured to determine a display score for each such comment
and selectively display the comments associated with each
presented candidate preference activity based on the deter-
mined display scores. Therefore, recommendation server 106
is configured to use recommendation weights to selectively
display and highlight those preference activities and the com-
ments thereof that are determined to be of the most interest to
the current user.

FIG. 2 is a diagram showing an example of a recommen-
dation server. In some embodiments, recommendation server
106 may be implemented using the example of FIG. 2. In the
example, the recommendation server includes users database
202, items database 204, preference activities database 206,
matching engine 208, and recommendation engine 210.

Each of users database 202, items database 204, and pref-
erence activities database 206 may be implemented using one
or more databases. Each of matching engine 208 and recom-
mendation engine 210 may be implemented using one or both
of hardware and software.

Matching engine 208 is configured to find other users who
have similar items of interest as a current user. Each user that
has at least one item of interest as the current user is some-
times referred to as a “matching user,” herein. In some
embodiments, matching engine 208 is configured to receive a
request associated with finding one or more other users that
share the most number of similar items of interest as a current
user. In some embodiments, matching engine 208 is config-
ured to access metadata of items database 204 and/or users
database 202 to determine which other users share similar
items of interest as the current user and how many overlap-
ping items there are between each other user and the current
user. Then, the other users that are found to have overlapping
items with the current user are ranked by their respective
numbers of overlapping items. In some embodiments, for
each matching user, each additional overlapping item with the
current user increments the count associated with the user by
1 and the total number of overlapping items is represented by
the count associated with that other user. In some embodi-
ments, matching engine 208 is configured to determine N
number of other users that are determined to be the most
similar as the current user (e.g., have the most number of
overlapping items of interest as the current user), where N
may be a predetermined integer or a value input by the current
user or a system administrator. In some embodiments, iden-
tifiers associated with at least some of the matching users are
presented to the current user so that the current user may
select to view one or more of those other users’ profiles and/or
follow one or more of those other users. In some embodi-
ments, instead of relying on just the number of overlapping
items, each matching user receives a weighted score. The
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factors affecting the score include the matching user’s social
credibility (measured by, for example, whether the user has
made contributions to the platform recently, and how often
the user has contributed, whether the user is endorsed by other
users, etc.), whether the matching user is already in the cur-
rent user’s network, etc. For example, the count associated
with a matching user may be multiplied by the weighted score
and this weighted count may be compared against those of
other users to determine which users are the most similar
(e.g., the users with the greatest weighted counts are deter-
mined to be the most similar). This way, a user who has low
credibility (i.e., new to the system) but has indicated an inter-
est in a large number of items and therefore has a lower
weighted score will not likely emerge as one of the more
similar users to the current user that requested the matching
process.

In some embodiments, at least a certain number of match-
ing users with respect to the current user as determined by
matching engine 208 may be determined to be “relevant” to
the current user. For example, one or more rules may be
configured to determine whether a matching user is relevant
to the current user on, e.g., whether the matching user has over
a threshold number of overlapping items with the current user
and/or meets other criteria. In the event that a matching user
is determined to be relevant to the current user, preference
activities associated with the matching user may be included
in the set of candidate preference activities considered to be
presented to the current user.

Items database 204 is configured to store metadata associ-
ated with items indicated to be of interest to one or more users
at the platform. In some embodiments, each item is stored
with an identifier, accompanying description, and/or cat-
egory. In some embodiments, only one entry exists for each
unique item. In some embodiments, each item is stored with
mappings (e.g., references) to the users (e.g., whose metadata
is stored at users database 202) that have indicated interest in
that item (e.g., at the platform or an external source website).
In some embodiments, each item is stored with mappings to
sets of metadata associated with preference activities (e.g.,
whose metadata is stored at preference activities database
206) that are associated with that item.

Users database 202 is configured to store metadata associ-
ated with users with registered accounts at the platform. In
some embodiments, each user is stored with basic informa-
tion, an image, and a logon identifier and/or password and/or
credential information associated with one or more other
external source websites. In some embodiments, each user is
stored with identifiers of other users at the platform with
whom the user has a platform-recognized relationship (e.g.,
followers or other users that the user follows). In some
embodiments, each user is stored with mappings (e.g., refer-
ences) to the items (e.g., whose information is stored at items
database 204) in which the user has indicated interest. In
some embodiments, each user is stored with mappings to sets
of' metadata associated with preference activities (e.g., whose
metadata is stored at preference activities database 206) that
are associated with that user.

In some embodiments, for each user, each mapping to an
item that was indicated to be of interest to the user is given the
same interest degree value (e.g., 1), such that it is assumed
that the user enjoys each item equally. In some other embodi-
ments, for each user, each mapping to an item that was indi-
cated to be of interest to the user is associated with a weighted
interest degree value that is input by the user on a given scale
(e.g., given a scale of zero to one, a user can input a 1 for an
item of interest that the user enjoys immensely and only 0.1
for another item of interest for which the user expresses
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relatively less interest). For example, the weighted interest
degree values corresponding to items of interest for a current
user may be used in determining other users with similar
items of interest and also those other users with potentially
similar degrees of interest in the overlapping items.

In some embodiments, each user is stored with provided
reasons/context/moods, if any, associated with a particular
item of interest. For example, when the user indicated that the
user preferred a particular restaurant, the user may have pro-
vided that the context in which the user prefers to enjoy the
restaurant is on a first date. In some embodiments, if a user is
associated with a particular status that is associated with one
or more items, that status information is also stored for that
user at users database 202. In some embodiments, each useris
assigned a finite amount of in-platform social currency so that
the amount of social currency “spent” on each item that the
user has indicated to prefer is the total number of the user’s
items of interest divided by the user’s social currency. So the
greater the amount of currency that a user has spent on a
preferred item, the fewer the items the user prefers and so
each preference for the user may be given greater weight. In
some embodiments, the social currency of a user may be
earned and built over time as a result of the user performing
more and more interactions (e.g., commenting) at the plat-
form.

Preference activities database 206 is configured to store
metadata associated with each preference activity. As men-
tioned above, a preference activity refers to an instance of a
user indicating a preference for an item associated with the
social networking service platform. So even if two different
users each indicated preference for the same item, each such
indication is stored as a separate preference activity. In some
embodiments, the set of metadata associated with each pref-
erence activity includes at least data associated with the pre-
ferred item and the user that indicated preference. In some
embodiments, the set of metadata associated with each pref-
erence activity includes a time indication (e.g., timestamp)
associated with when the user indicated preference for the
item. In some embodiments, the set of metadata associated
with each preference activity includes data associated with
one or more interactions that have been made with respect to
the preference activity. For example, one such interaction is a
user posted comment associated with the preference activity.
In some embodiments, the set of metadata associated with
each preference activity includes mappings to sets of meta-
data associated with the associated item of items database 204
and the associated user of users database 202.

Recommendation engine 210 is configured to determine
which preference activities to present for a current user. In
some embodiments, recommendation engine 210 is config-
ured to determine preference activities to present to a current
user in response to receiving an indication to populate a feed
webpage associated with the current user. In some embodi-
ments, recommendation engine 210 is configured to deter-
mine a set of candidate preference activities from the prefer-
ence activities stored at preference activities database 206.
For example, recommendation engine 210 may determine all
preference activities stored at preference activities database
206 as part of the candidate set or a subset of all preference
activities stored at preference activities database 206. For
example, the subset of all preference activities stored at pref-
erence activities database 206 may include those preference
activities associated with users that are determined to be
relevant to the current user. In some embodiments, recom-
mendation engine 210 is configured to determine a recom-
mendation weight for each preference activity of the candi-
date set based on metadata associated with the preference
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activity from preference activities database 206, metadata
associated with the relevant user from users database 202,
and/or metadata associated with the preferred item stored at
items database 204. Recommendation engine 210 is then
configured to rank the candidate preference activities in a
descending order of associated recommendation weights. In
some embodiments, recommendation engine 210 is config-
ured to determine to present at least a portion of the ranked
candidate preference activities with the highest recommen-
dation weights in an order determined based on the recom-
mendation weights. If any of the presented activities is asso-
ciated with one or more user interactions such as comments
(as indicated by the metadata stored at preference activities
database 206), then, in some embodiments, recommendation
engine 210 is configured to determine a display score for each
comment based on one or more of data associated with the
preference activity from preference activities database 206,
metadata associated with the relevant user from users data-
base 202, and/or metadata associated with the preferred item
stored at items database 204. Recommendation engine 210
may display a subset of all the comments associated with a
presented preference activity based on the comments’ respec-
tive display scores.

FIG. 3 is a flow diagram showing an embodiment of a
process for storing a preference activity. In some embodi-
ments, process 300 may be implemented at system 100.

At 302, an indication associated with a preference for an
item and data associated with a user is received. In some
embodiments, a user may select a selectable element/button
at a user interface associated with indicating preference for a
particular item. For example, while a user is browsing another
user’s profile that includes that user’s set of items of interest
(e.g., that were either imported by that user from an external
website or previously indicated to be preferred by that user at
the platform), the user may select an element associated with
a particular item that indicates that the user liked that item.

For example, user Alice is browsing through the set of
items that user Brad had previously “liked” at Brad’s Social-
flavor™ profile. In this example of the Socialflavor™ plat-
form, a user may select a “like” selectable element associated
with an item to indicate a preference for that item. User Alice
sees that Brad has previously indicated that he “liked” the
movie “The Matrix” and remembered how much she enjoyed
that movie and so Alice selects the “like” element associated
with “The Matrix™ at Brad’s profile. Now, the movie “The
Matrix” will be featured as a “liked” item (i.e., an item of
interest) at Alice’s Socialflavor™ profile and it will also be
stored as a preference activity associated with Alice.

At 304, metadata associated with a new preference activity
including data associated with at least the user and the item is
stored. Once the user has made the selection with respect to
the selectable element/button at a webpage associated with
indicating preference for the particular item, a preference
activity is stored. The metadata to be stored for this preference
activity includes at least identifying information associated
with the user that made the indication and the preferred item.
In some embodiments, the metadata also includes a time
indication associated with when the user selected the element.
This time indication may be used subsequently to determine
anage for the preference activity in determining a recommen-
dation weight for it.

Returning to the previous example, Alice’s “like” of the
movie “The Matrix” was selected at 12:30 pm on Aug. 15,
2012. The metadata stored for the preference activity includes
identifying information associated with Alice, “The Matrix”
movie, and the time 0of 12:30 pm on Aug. 15, 2012. As will be
described later, Alice’s “like” of the movie “The Matrix™ may
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be presented for a user (either Alice herself or another user) at
Socialflavor™ in response to an indication to determine pref-
erence activities to display for that user.

FIG. 4 is a diagram showing an example of a user interface
configured to provide selectable elements associated with
indicating preference for items of interest. In some embodi-
ments, the user interface of FIG. 4 is presented to a current
user that is logged onto the example social networking service
platform, Socialflavor™. In the example, the name (“Casey
Chen”) and an image of the current user are indicated in area
408 of the user interface. For example, Casey may be brows-
ing Socialflavor™ by checking out the profile webpages of
various others. In the example shown, Casey has come across
the profile webpage associated with the other user (“Joe
Smith”) that is indicated in area 406. As shown in area 406,
Joe likes 323 flavors, at least some of which are shown on the
profile. In the example social networking service platform,
Socialflavor™, items of interest are referred to as “flavors.”
Various flavors associated with Casey are displayed at the
profile webpage. For example, such flavors may be items that
Joe has previously imported from external websites and/or
indicated as being “liked” flavors at Socialflavor™. Each
such flavor is presented as a tile that includes an associated
image, if available, and the name of the flavor, with a select-
able “like” element in the top right-hand corner of the tile.
Some flavors shown in Joe’s profile includes “Aliénor
Wines,” “Notre Vin,” “Vendio,” and “FunCheapSF,” for
example. For current user Casey to indicate a preference for a
flavor at Joe’s profile, Casey may manipulate cursor 404 over
selectable element 402. Then Casey may select selectable
element 402 to indicate preference for the flavor of “Aliénor
Wines.”

FIG. 5 is a diagram showing an example of a user interface
configured to provide selectable elements associated with
indicating preference for items of interest in response to
selection of one such selectable element. The user interface of
this example shows the response to Casey selecting selectable
element 402 associated with flavor “Aliénor Wines” of the
user interface of FIG. 4. As shown in the example, the tile
previously associated with “Aliénor Wines” is now updated to
show area 502 that confirms that the flavor has been selected
(“Liked!”). Now, “Aliénor Wines” is stored as an item of
interest of Casey’s and also part of a preference activity
associated with Casey. The metadata of the preference activ-
ity stored for this selection will include the identifying infor-
mation associated with Casey and the item of “Aliénor
Wines.” Such preference activity metadata may also include
the time (e.g., 2:04 pm on Aug. 15, 2012) at which Casey
selected selectable element 402. If Casey additionally enters
text in the text input box within area 502 (under “What do you
like about it?””), then those text/comments may be stored as
part of the metadata associated with this preference activity.

FIG. 6 is a flow diagram showing an embodiment of a
process for presenting preference activities. In some embodi-
ments, process 600 may be implemented at system 100.

Process 600 may be used to determine which preference
activities are to be presented and in which order for a current
user. For example, process 600 may be initiated in response to
the current user selecting to view a feed page at the platform,
where preference activities are to be populated at the feed
page for the current user.

At 602, a plurality of candidate preference activities is
obtained. In some embodiments, any preference activity for
which metadata has been stored is considered to be a candi-
date preference activity. In some embodiments, a set of users
who are relevant to the current user is first determined and
then only the preference activities associated with relevant
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users and in some embodiments, the preference activities
associated with the current user, are considered to be included
in the set of candidate preference activities. In some embodi-
ments, a user is determined to be relevant to the current user
based at least in part on how similar this user is to the current
user (e.g., how many overlapping items of interest there are
between the user and the current user), as will be further
described with FIGS. 10-13.

At 604, a recommendation weight is determined for one of
the plurality of candidate preference activities with respect to
a current user. In some embodiments, a recommendation
weight is determined for each candidate preference activity
with respect to a current user. In some embodiments, the
recommendation weight determined for a candidate prefer-
ence activity is based on one or more of the following: a time
indication associated with the preference activity, metadata
associated with the current user, metadata associated with the
user associated with the candidate preference activity, and
metadata associated with the item associated with the candi-
date preference activity. For example, the recommendation
weight comprises a value that is determined as a combination/
function of various other values assigned to each of the time
indication associated with the preference activity, metadata
associated with the current user, metadata associated with the
user associated with the candidate preference activity, and/or
metadata associated with the item associated with the candi-
date preference activity.

Generally, the higher the magnitude of the recommenda-
tion weight determined for a candidate preference activity,
the more the candidate preference activity is determined to be
of interest to the current user. For example, a candidate pref-
erence activity that is associated with an older age (where the
age is determined by the difference between the timestamp of
the preference activity and the current time) will be attributed
a lower recommendation weight than a similar candidate
preference activity of a younger age. In another example, a
candidate preference activity associated with a user that is
determined to be very similar to the current user (e.g., the two
users have numerous overlapping items of interest) may be
attributed a greater recommendation weight than a similar
candidate preference activity associated with a user who is
less similar to the current user.

At 606, at least some of the plurality of candidate prefer-
ence activities is presented based on recommendation
weights corresponding to the plurality of candidate prefer-
ence activities. In some embodiments, the candidate prefer-
ence activities are ranked based on a descending order of their
respective recommendation weights. In some embodiments,
the candidate preference activities are presented in such a
ranked order for the current user. Those candidate preference
activities with higher recommendation weights are generally
prioritized higher and therefore presented more conspicu-
ously than candidate preference activities with lower recom-
mendation weights. For example, candidate preference
activities with higher recommendation weights may be pre-
sented higher on the feed page (so that the current user may
see them without performing scrolling or much scrolling
down the page) and candidate preference activities with lower
recommendation weights are presented lower on the feed
page (so that the current user may need to perform more
scrolling to see them).

In some embodiments, a threshold recommendation
weight value may be configured such that only those of the
candidate preference activities whose recommendation
weights exceed the threshold recommendation weight may be
presented while the remainder of the candidate preference
activities is not presented. In some embodiments, a set num-
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ber of candidate preference activities from the top of the
ranked list are presented while the remainder of the candidate
preference activities is not presented.

FIG. 7 is an example of a user interface associated with a
feed page populated for a current user. In some embodiments,
the user interface of FIG. 7 is presented to a current user that
is logged onto the example social networking service plat-
form, Socialflavor™, in response to the current user’s selec-
tion to view a feed page. In the example, the name (“Casey
Chen”) and picture of the current user is indicated in area 702
of'the user interface. In the example, the selectable element at
the user interface that is associated with presenting the feed
page for Casey is icon 712, at the top of the user interface. As
shown in the example, the feed page for Casey includes
several preference activities, including preference activities
704, 706, 708, and 710. In the example, each of preference
activities 704, 706, 708, and 710 is represented as a tile with
an image associated with the preferred item, the name of the
preferred item, the name of the user that indicated preference
for the item, and comments (if any) that have been posted in
association with that preference activity. In the example, each
of preference activities 704, 706, and 708 has already been
indicated to be preferred by the current user, Casey, and so
includes the text “You like 48 flavors™ and does not show a
selectable element such as selected element 714. Meanwhile,
preference activity 710 has not yet been indicated to be pre-
ferred by the current user Casey, but has been indicated to be
preferred by user “La Mami Julita.” The preference activities
presented at this user interface may be determined to be
displayed based at least in part on a process such as process
600. In this example, preference activity 704 is associated
with the position at the user interface associated with the
highest recommendation weight, preference activity 706 is
associated with the position at the user interface associated
with the second highest recommendation weight, preference
activity 708 is associated with the position at the user inter-
face associated with the third highest recommendation
weight, and so on. In some embodiments, the preference
activities to be shown at the feed page user interface may be
determined each time the user selects icon 712.

FIG. 8 is a flow diagram showing an embodiment of a
process for determining a recommendation weight for a can-
didate preference activity. In some embodiments, process 800
may be implemented at system 100. In some embodiments,
604 of process 600 may be implemented using process 800.

At 802, anindication associated with analyzing a candidate
preference activity is received.

At 804, metadata associated with a user associated with the
candidate preference activity is obtained. Metadata associ-
ated with the user that indicated preference for the item of the
candidate preference activity is obtained from storage.

One example of such metadata is the user’s similarity to
(e.g., the number of overlapping items of interest with) the
current user. For example, the more similar the user is to the
current user (e.g., the greater the number of overlapping items
of interest the user has with the current user), the more this
factor will increase the candidate preference activity’s rec-
ommendation weight.

Another example of such metadata is the user’s social
credibility. For example, the greater the user’s social credibil-
ity, the more this factor will increase the candidate preference
activity’s recommendation weight. Example criteria for
determining the user’s social credibility includes the user’s
volume of interaction (e.g., comment posting) with prefer-
ence activities and/or the number of users that follow the user
or that the user follows such that the greater the user’s volume
of interaction and/or the greater the number of users that
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follow the user or are followed by the user, the greater the
user’s social credibility becomes. Social credibility may be
associated with particular categories of items (e.g., a user
with high social credibility associated with one or more cat-
egories may enjoy an “expert” status in those categories) or
across all categories. For social credibility that is associated
with particular categories of items, the user’s social credibil-
ity is only considered if the candidate preference activity is
associated with a preferred item within one of the categories.
A user’s social credibility may decay over time if there is little
to no recent activity that would increase the user’s social
credibility.

Another example of such metadata is the user’s indicated
degree of preference for the preferred item. For example, if
the user has indicated a degree of preference/interest for the
item, then the greater the degree of indicated preference/
interest for the preferred item, the more this factor will
increase the candidate preference activity’s recommendation
weight.

Another example of such metadata is the user’s indicated
context/mood/reason with respect to preference for the item.
For example, if the user has indicated context/mood/reason
with respect to the user’s preference for the item (e.g., the user
prefers to read this book on a rainy day), and if the current user
has indicated a current similar context/mood/reason, then this
factor will increase the candidate preference activity’s rec-
ommendation weight.

Another example of such metadata is the user’s platform-
recognized relationship with the current user. For example,
the platform may recognize friendships and/or subscription
relationships. If the user is friends with the current user at the
platform, follows the current user, and/or is followed by the
current user, then this factor will increase the candidate pref-
erence activity’s recommendation weight.

Another example of such metadata is the user’s social
currency. For example, each user may be assigned a finite
amount of social currency at the platform and the user spends
an amount of social currency on each preferred item based on
the total number of items that the user has indicated to prefer.
As such, the more items that the user prefers, the less currency
that the user “spends” on each such item. The more social
currency the user spends on an item, the more this factor will
increase the candidate preference activity’s recommendation
weight.

At 806, metadata associated with a current user is obtained.
Metadata associated with the current user is obtained from
storage.

One example of such metadata is the current user’s cur-
rently indicated context/mood/reason. If the currently indi-
cated context/mood/reason matches that of the context/mood/
reason as indicated by the user associated with the candidate
preference activity, then this factor will increase the candidate
preference activity’s recommendation weight.

Another example of such metadata is the current user’s
platform-recognized friendship and/or subscription with the
user associated with the candidate preference activity. If the
current user is friends with the user associated with the can-
didate preference activity at the platform, follows the user,
and/or is followed by the user, then this factor will increase
the candidate preference activity’s recommendation weight.

Another example of such metadata is the current user’s
interaction with the preference activity. For example, inter-
action may include posting of comments associated with the
candidate preference activity. A current user’s interaction
with the candidate preference activity may heavily increase
the candidate preference activity’s recommendation weight.
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At 808, a time indication associated with the candidate
preference activity is obtained. A time indication associated
with candidate preference activity may be obtained from stor-
age. Based on the time indication, an age may be determined
for the candidate preference activity (e.g., by determining the
length of time between such time indication and the current
time). For example, the magnitude of the age may heavily
decrease the candidate preference activity’s recommendation
weight (based on the assumption that recent activity is more
interesting than older activity).

At 810, metadata associated with an item associated with
the candidate preference activity is obtained. Metadata asso-
ciated with an item associated with the candidate preference
activity may be obtained from storage.

One example of such metadata is how many users at the
platform have indicated preference for the item at the plat-
form. For example, a large number of such users may
decrease the candidate preference activity’s recommendation
weight (based on the assumption that the more commonly
preferred an item is, the less interesting it is to any particular
user).

At 812, a recommendation weight associated with the can-
didate preference activity is determined based on one or more
of the following: the metadata associated with a user associ-
ated with the candidate preference activity, the metadata asso-
ciated with a current user associated with the candidate pref-
erence activity, the time indication associated with the
candidate preference activity, and the metadata associated
with an item associated with the candidate preference activ-
ity. In some embodiments, values may be assigned to at least
some of the factors described above and input into a function
(linear or not) such that the combination of such values will
yield a recommendation weight value. The above factors are
merely examples and other factors may be considered in
determining the recommendation weight of a candidate pref-
erence activity as well.

Below is some sample pseudocode that may be used to
implement determination of the recommendation value for a
candidate reference activity:

Given a current user, their preference activities, their
friends at the social network platform, their social currency:
an item’s recommendation weight is a function of sum
(item*the social currency assigned to the item from all users
who “liked” it); but the social currency is a function of each
user’s nearness to the current user [e.g., a person’s currency
assigned to a recommendation weight/their distance from the
current user/the age of the like]—give User(currency)=Uc,
Like(age)=La, User(distance)=Ud for each item, sum(Uc/
(La"k1)/(Ud"k2)). Note that the distance between a user to the
current user may refer to a degree of separation between the
user and the current user, such as, for example the number of
intermediate social network platform recognized friends in
between the two users if the two users are not friends with
each other. Then sort by descending item sums. The key is that
the algorithms follow a natural decay as a function of time or
distance separated.

FIG. 9 is a flow diagram showing an embodiment of a
process for determining whether a user is relevant to a current
user. In some embodiments, process 900 may be imple-
mented at system 100.

In some embodiments, process 900 may be performed to
determine whether a user is considered to be relevant to a
current user based at least on how similar the user is to the
current user. After determining whether users are relevant to
the current user, in some embodiments, only the preference
activities of relevant users and the preference activities of the
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current user are included in the set of candidate preference
activities analyzed to be presented for the current user.

At 902, an indication associated with analyzing a user
under consideration is received. In some embodiments, a user
under consideration may comprise any user other than the
current user (who is automatically considered relevant to
himself or herself). In some embodiments, a user under con-
sideration comprises a user who is determined to have at least
one overlapping item of interest as the current user (i.c., the
user under consideration is a matching user).

In some embodiments, a determination may first be made
for the top N number of other users with the most number of
overlapping items of interest as a current user, where N may
comprise an integer number greater than zero configured by a
system administrator. For example, N may be chosen to be 50
such that the 50 most similar users to the current user may be
determined. As such, each of the top N most similar other
users may be deemed a user under consideration. An example
of finding the N number of other users with the most number
of overlapping items of interest as a current user is described
below in FIGS. 10-13.

At 904, a similarity value associated with the user under
consideration with respect to a current user is determined. In
some embodiments, the similarity value determined for the
user under consideration with respect to the current user is
determined based at least in part on the number of overlap-
ping items of interest the user has with the current user. In
embodiments where the top N number of other users with the
most number of overlapping items of interest as the current
user has been determined, the similarity value for each user
under consideration may be the corresponding number of
items of interest that the user shares with the current user.

At 906, whether the user under consideration is relevant
with respect to the current user is determined based at least in
part on the similarity value. In some embodiments, a thresh-
old may be configured for the similarity value such that for a
user under consideration whose similarity value exceeds the
threshold, the user under consideration is determined to be
relevant to the current user (e.g., and such user’s preference
activities will be included in the set of candidate preference
activities).

In some other embodiments, other factors are considered in
addition to the similarity value of a user under consideration
in determining whether the user is relevant to the current user.
For example, one factor may be the user under consider-
ation’s social credibility. Some examples of social credibility
are described above with FIG. 8. For example, another factor
may be the similarity between the user under consideration
and the current user with respect to “obscure items of inter-
est” An obscure item of interest may be an item of interest
that is preferred by a small percentage of users at the social
networking service platform. A user under consideration who
shares one or more overlapping obscure items of interest as
the current user may be considered to be more likely to be
relevant to the current user. For example, another factor may
be the similarity between the user under consideration and
other users besides the current user. A user under consider-
ation that shares numerous overlapping items of interest with
several users besides the current user may be considered to be
less likely to be relevant to the current user (e.g., because such
auser may just have a large number of preferred items and his
similarity to several other users diminishes his relevance to
any one other user such as the current user). So, in embodi-
ments that consider factors other than the similarity value,
whether a user under consideration is determined to be rel-
evant to the current user may be a consideration of the com-
bination of such factors in addition to the similarity value.
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FIGS. 10, 11, 12, and 13 are examples that are used to
describe embodiments of determining users who have similar
items of interest as a current user. As used below, a user who
has at least one item of interest in common with the current
user is referred to as a “matching user.” As used below, to start
the process of determining users who have similar items of
interest as the current user, a “matching request” is issued by
the current user or on behalf of the current user.

FIG. 10 is an example of a user-item database that maps
each user to a list of items that the user has indicated interest.
Insome embodiments, the user-item database is implemented
with an items database such as users database 202 of FIG. 2.
In some embodiments, items in the interested items list are
optionally ordered in descending order in which the user has
indicated interest. In some embodiments, each item in the
user-item database may be associated with one or more cat-
egories. In the example, User 1 maps to Item 1, Item 3, Item
10, and so on.

FIG. 11 is an example of an item-user database that maps
each item to a list of users who have indicated interest in the
item. In some embodiments, the item-user database is imple-
mented with an items database such as items database 204 of
FIG. 2. In some embodiments, each item in the item-user
database may be associated with one or more categories. For
example, Item 1 maps to User 1 and User 3. Thus, in response
to a matching request, for each item of interest to the current
user, other users who are interested in the same item are
looked up in the item-user database, and sorted according to
the total number of overlapping items with the current user.
For example, if User 1 issues a matching request (or alterna-
tively, a matching request is issued on behalf of the user),
then, in the simple example shown in FIG. 11, User 3 would
have 3 overlapping items of interest (Items 1, 2, and 11) with
User 1, and User 2 would have 1 overlapping item (Item 6) of
interest with User 1. In some embodiments, the system deter-
mines the user(s) with the highest number(s) of overlapping
items as users most similar to the current user, and, in some
embodiments, the preference activities associated with such
users are included in the set of candidate preference activities.

In some embodiments, the system splits up the processing
to handle large numbers of users and matching requests.

FIG. 12 is a diagram showing an embodiment of a hierar-
chical matching system that is highly scalable. In some
embodiments, system 1200 may be used to implement a
matching engine such as matching engine 208 of FIG. 2. In
this example, a load balancer, if used, may send the received
matching request for a current user to front end server 1202.
Front end server 1202 looks up the user and identifies in the
user-item database (such as the example shown in FIG. 10)
the list of items that the current user is interested in. The list of
items is split into slices and each slice of the list is assigned to
one of multiple back end processes (also referred to as slice
processors), which are shown in the example as slice 1, slice
2, ... and slice n. For example, if the list of items that the
current user were interested in included Items 1, 4, 5, 6, 8, 34,
76, and 99, then the list may be split into a slice including
Items 1, 4, 5, and 6 that is assigned to one slice processor and
another slice including Items 8, 34, 76, and 99 that is assigned
to another slice processor. In some embodiments, a hashing
technique is used to split the list items into slices and/or to
distribute the processing load. In some embodiments, the
slice processors operate in parallel and perform at least some
redundant functions. Each slice processor handles a subset of
the slices and returns presorted data to the front end. For
example, each slice processor may process the same number
of slices or a different number of slices.
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In some embodiments, each slice processor is configured to
process its subset of assigned slices by determining which
other users have overlapping items as the current user (match-
ing users) among the current user’s items of interest in the
subset of slices assigned to that slice processor. In some
embodiments, each slice processor is configured to also sort
these matching users based on each user’s total count of
overlapping items (e.g., where each overlapping item is rep-
resented by one count) as determined by that slice processor.
By processing the subsets of the items of interest of a current
user in parallel, the processing time for each request is
reduced. Front end server 1202 merges the presorted data
received from the slice processors, and identifiers corre-
sponding to the matching users with the most number of
overlapping items of interest as the current user (e.g., highest
total counts) are returned (e.g., such that the preference activi-
ties associated with these users may be included in the set of
candidate preference activities).

FIG. 13 is a flow diagram illustrating an embodiment of a
matching process. At 1302 of process 1300, a matching
request associated with a current user is received. For
example, a matching request may be issued whenever the
current user indicates for population of the current user’s feed
page with preference activities. For example, a matching
request may seek to find users who are similar to User 3 as
shown in the example of FIG. 10. At 1304, the corresponding
list of items of interest corresponding to the current user is
obtained. In this example, as shown in the example of FIG. 10,
User 3 is interested in Items 1, 11, 2, 5, and 7. At 1306, the list
of'items is split into a plurality of slices. For example, the list
of items is split into subsets, referred to as slices, which are
assigned to one or more slice processors. For example, slice 1
may include Items 1, 2, and 5, and slice 2 may include Items
7 and 11.

At 1308, the plurality of slices is processed. In some
embodiments, the subsets of the lists of items corresponding
to the current user are processed at least partially in parallel
across the one or more slice processors. In some embodi-
ments, a slice is handled by counting the users that have an
interest in each item of the slice and excluding the user
requesting the query, returning a sorted list of these other
users based on their respective counts of overlapping items
that they share with the current user. For example, for slice 1,
Item 1 corresponds to Users 1 and 3 (as shown in FIG. 11),
thus Users 1 and 3’s respective counts (which are initially set
to 0) are incremented; Item 2 corresponds to Users 1 and 3,
and Users 1 and 3’s respective counts are incremented again;
and Item 5 corresponds to User 3 and User 3’s count is
incremented again. Accordingly, User 1 has a count of 2 and
User 3 has a count of 3. Since User 3 is the current user, he is
excluded from the list, and the result that is returned includes
User 1 with a count of 2. For slice 2, Iltem 7 corresponds to
Users 2 and 3, and Item 11 corresponds to Users 1 and 3.
Accordingly, Users 1, 2, and 3’s counts are 1, 1, and 2,
respectively, and User 3 is excluded for being the current user.
Thus, the result that is returned from processing the slices
includes User 1 (count 3) and User 2 (count 1).

At 1310, results determined based on processing the plu-
rality of'slices are merged. In some embodiments, results that
include presorted data (e.g., a list of matching users sorted
based on their respective counts) are returned from each of the
slice processors and merged. In some embodiments, merging
includes combining the presorted data from the one or more
slice processors and determining via sorting which users have
the most counts and are therefore the most similar to the
current user. In the example, User 1 has a count of 3, and User
2 has a count of 1. Thus, User 1 is most similar to User 3,
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having 3 overlapping items of interest. User 2 is the second
most similar to User 3, having 1 overlapping item of interest.
In some embodiments, the matching request may include a
particular number (e.g., as predetermined by a platform
operator or input by a current user) of most similar users
whose associated preference activities are to be included in
the set of candidate preference activities.

In some embodiments, matching requests are serviced
even though users that exist in the system and their items of
interest may be updated frequently. This is because the inter-
nal data store used to store the user-item and item-user rela-
tionships are designed using concurrently updatable lists.
This pattern allows existing users to be running matching
requests while parallel updates are being performed on the
data, without requiring global read or write locks across the
data. For example, if the matching process were implemented
using Java, this is solved using ConcurrentSkipList objects.
Internally, when a query is scanning across a large SkipList
and a concurrent update occurs, the update occurs on a future
version of the data that will eventually be atomically set as the
live data set. Put in other words, when a matching request is in
process and data needs to be concurrently updated, process-
ing the matching request will proceed based on the not yet
updated data and the data will be updated once the matching
request is completed. As a result, the platform is designed to
work across noisy data; data that will be eventually consis-
tent, but can be transiently inconsistent. In other words, while
the data is never quite coherent, matching requests may still
be serviced.

In some embodiments, generation counters are used to
speed up change detection associated with items and/or users
and may be used in performing matching requests for users. It
is assumed that the platform is a read mostly network—e.g.,
a much larger fraction of read operations than update opera-
tions occur. Thus, each time the platform is updated, genera-
tion counter(s) associated with the item(s) and/or users that
are updated are incremented (e.g., by one). For example,
updates in the system may include when a new item of interest
is added for a user, when an existing item of interest is
removed for a user, and when a user starts to follow or stops
following another user. For example, a user that exists in the
system may be associated with a generation counter such that
each time the list of items of interest corresponding to that
user is updated or each time a new platform-recognized rela-
tionship between the user and another user is updated or each
time that another user with whom the user has a platform-
recognized relationship is updated, the generation counter
associated with the user is monotonically increased (e.g., by
an increment of one). Also, for example, an item of interest
that exists in the system may be associated with a generation
counter such that each time a user adds or removes the item to
his/her list of items of interest, the generation counter asso-
ciated with the item is monotonically increased (e.g., by an
increment of one). In some embodiments, when a matching
request is being processed, a version of the state of the current
user and the current user’s list of items of interest may be
determined based on the values of the corresponding genera-
tion counters and at least some of the sorted data may be
cached with this version number. For example, the sorted data
may include the sorted list of users having the most number of
overlapping items of interest as a current user, each of the
users other than the current user’s associated number of over-
lapping items of interest as the current user, a user’s corre-
sponding list of items of interest, and/or an item’s corre-
sponding list of users that are interested in that item. Thus, in
a subsequent matching request that includes a user and/or an
item formerly included in the processing of a previous match-
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ing request, it is checked whether the version of the state of
the current user and the current user’s list of items of interest
have changed since a previous matching request based on the
values of the corresponding generation counters. If some
values on the corresponding generation counters have
changed, then at least some of the data to be used in process-
ing the request needs to be recomputed. But if some values on
the corresponding generation counters have not changed,
then in some cases, some of the sorted data cached with the
previous version of data may be used without needing to
recompute data or at least without needing to recompute at
least some of the data. In a simple example, in processing a
matching request for user Alice, if cached data associated
with a previous matching request processed for user Alice is
available and it is determined that none of the generation
counters have changed since the previous matching request,
then the cached data may be retrieved to determine the most
similar users to user Alice without needing to recompute such
other users.

The following is an example of an implementation of an
optimized technique of processing a matching request for a
user in the system:

In the platform for matching users with similar interests,
there can be a large number (millions or more) of users and
items of users. Since the data is retrieved from the item-user
tables at the back end and sent to the merge systems at the
front end server (e.g., such as the front end server 1202),
speedup can occur ifthis results data (e.g., matching users and
their respective counts of overlapping items as the current
user among each subset of processed slice data) is partially
sorted by the back end slice processors. This allows the front
end server’s merging of the results to determine, at an earliest
possible time, when it has sufficiently determined the most
similar users to the current user to complete the matching
request. For example, this partially sorted results data
streamed from a particular slice processor is data associated
with matching users sorted in a descending order by their
respective counts of overlapping items of interest as the cur-
rent user among the subset of the current user’s items of
interest that was processed by that slice processor. However,
since matching users may be found in more than one of the
back end slice processors because each slice processor deter-
mines matching users for only a subset of the current user’s
items of interest, the front end server cannot perform a pure
merge sort of the top matching users. For example, User 1
may be found to be a matching user by a first slice processor
based on having 9 overlapping items of interest among the
subset of items processed by the first slice processor and User
1 may also be found to be a matching user by a second slice
processor based on having 3 overlapping items of interest
among the subset of items processed by the second slice
processor, which means that a merge process will determine
that User 1 must have at least (3+9=) 12 overlapping items
with the current user. So, in some embodiments, the front end
server must build a merge buffer to keep track of the data
merged from the partially sorted data returned from the slice
processors until it is determined that no additional results data
returned from the slice processors can be encountered that
will rearrange the merged data associated with the users that
have the most number of overlapping items of interest as the
current user. Put another way, in this implementation of the
merging process, in some cases, it is possible to process less
than all of the presorted data from the slice processors if it is
determined after merging over one or more rounds of pre-
sorted data from the slice processors that the most similar
users (users that have the most number of overlapping items
of interest as the current user) have been found. For example,
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data may be streamed from each back end slice processor to
an accumulator function at the front end server, all while the
accumulator function accumulates users’ (other than the cur-
rent user’s) total counts (i.e., number of overlapping items of
interest as the current user) from all slice processors. When it
is determined that each back end slice processor’s additional
data can no longer contribute to moving the result set com-
prising data associated with the most similar users, merging
of'the partially sorted data from the slice processors can be cut
off early. For example, if the matching request seeks to find
the top 3 most similar users, then once such top users are
determined by the merge process, the merge process may end.

In this example, assume that a matching request seeks to
find the N most similar users to the current user, where N is an
integer greater than zero. In this implementation of the match-
ing process, the basic rule by which to end the merge process
because the top N most similar users have been found is if the
additional streaming of presorted data from the one or more
slice processors can no longer rearrange the top N users. In
this implementation, the subsets of the list of the items of
interest corresponding to the current user are processed by
respective slice processors that each generates presorted data
including a sorted list of matching users in descending order
of counts (i.e., the number of overlapping items of interest as
the current user). If merging of the presorted data generated
by the slice processors occurred in a round robin manner, then
in each round, the subsequent user and corresponding count
(which together is referred to as a stream value) is taken from
the presorted list generated by each slice processor and added
to the merge buffer. The merge buffer includes entries corre-
sponding to matching users and their respective accumulated
(summed) counts as determined from values streamed from
sorted lists of the slice processors up until the current round.
Also, the entries of the merge buffer are sorted based on the
respective accumulated counts. As such, entries associated
with the top N positions in the merge buffer are occupied by
the N matching users that are currently determined to be the
most similar as the current user.

It is determined that the top N positions can no longer be
rearranged by a subsequent round of streaming and merging
values from the presorted lists generated by the slice proces-
sors by: 1) noting when a user’s accumulated count is updated
by values streamed from all possible slice processors (i.e.,
once stream values associated with the same user have been
streamed from every slice processor, the accumulated count
for that user can no longer be further updated); 2) keeping
track of the largest stream value from any individual slice
processor in the current round of streaming; 3) noting the
accumulated count difference between users in adjacent posi-
tions in the merge buffer.

In this example, the merging process may cut off if one of
the following criteria is met: 1) if the sum of'the stream values
from each slice processor in a subsequent round of streaming
and merging is less than the gap between adjacent positions in
the top N positions of the merge buffer (e.g., no combination
of data from a subsequent round can rearrange the top posi-
tions of the merge buffer), then the merge process ends. Or, 2)
if the accumulated counts of the top N most similar users have
each been updated from each slice processor and the sum of
stream values from each slice processor in a subsequent round
of streaming and merging is less than the gap between the
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accumulated counts of the Nth and Nth+1 users in the merge
buffer, then the merge process ends.

In this streaming example, four slice processors (Slice 1,
Slice 2, Slice 3, and Slice 4) each generates a list of presorted
matching users and their corresponding counts (stream val-
ues), where each list is ordered by count descending and user
identifier (ID) ascending where more than one user shares the
same count. The slice processors and their corresponding lists
are in the following table, Table 1, where the user identifier
and count is written in the form of UID:CountOfUID.
Because, in this example, the processing occurs in a round
robin merge fashion, each column of stream values associated
with Slices 1, 2, 3, and 4 are added to the merge buffer per
each round of streaming and merging. So each column is
labeled with the round number in which the column’s stream
values will be merged. As will be shown in the example
below, not every round of stream values needs to be neces-
sarily processed in order to determine the top N most similar
users.

TABLE 1
Round Round Round Round Round Round
1 2 3 4 5 6
Slice 1 Ul:10 U322 U17:2  U1ls:l U22:1 U23:1
Slice 2 U22:10 Ul:2 U1l7:1  U1s:l U40:1  wa
Slice 3 U23:5 Ul U181 Ul7:1 U52:1  wa
Slice 4 U17:10 Ul:1l U18:1 U40:1 U551 Usé6:l

Assume that in this example, the matching request seeks
the top 3 most similar users to the current user. The following
tables show the updated merge buffers during each round of
streaming and merging values from the presorted lists of data
from the four slice processors. During each round, the sub-
sequent stream value (e.g., the stream value from each sub-
sequent column of Table 1) from each slice processor is
merged into the merge buffer. For example, if a stream value
from Slice 1 comprising UX:3 is merged into the merge buffer
that includes an entry of UX:12, then the count of 3 from Slice
1’s stream value will be added to the accumulated count of 12
for the entry of UX in the merge buffer and the updated entry
of UX:15 will be moved to the appropriate sorted position
within the merge buffer. However, if no entry previously
existed for UX in the merge buffer, then UX:3 will be added
as a new entry at the appropriate sorted position within the
merge buffer. In the following tables, the format of entries in
the merge buffer is UID: AccumulatedCount[set] where UID
is the user identifier, AccumulatedCount is the current accu-
mulated count of overlapping items for UID, and the [set] is a
flag that indicates from which slice processor(s) stream val-
ues associated with this user have been encountered. For
example, the notation of UX:15[1.3.] indicates that stream
values associated with UX have been encountered on Slices 1
and 3 so far (but not yet from Slices 2 or 4) and that 15 is the
accumulated count based on the stream values associated
with UX from Slices 1 and 3.
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Round 1:
Received stream values Updated Merge Buffer Positions
U1:10 from Slice 1 Ul:10[1...]
U22:10 from Slice 2 UL:10[1..]  U22:10[.2..]
U23:5 from Slice 3 UL:10[L..] U22:10[.2.]  U23:35[.3.]
U17:10 from Slice 4 UL:10[1..] UL7:10[..4]  U22:10[.2.] U23:5[.3]
Round 2:
Received stream values Updated Merge Buffer Positions
U3:2 from Slice 1 U1:10[1...]  U17:10[..4] U22:10[.2..] U23:5[.3.] U3:2[..1]
Ul:2 from Slice 2 Ul:12[12..] U17:10[..4] U22:10[.2..] U23:5[.3.] U3:2[..1]
Ul:1 from Slice 3 U1:13[123.] U17:10[...4] U22:10[.2..] U23:5[.3.] U3:2[..1]
Ul:1 from Slice 4 Ul1:14[1234] U17:10[...4] U22:10[.2..] U23:5[.3.] U3:2[..1]
Round 3:
Received stream values Updated Merge Buffer Positions
U17:2 from Slice 1 UL:14[1234] U17:12[1.4]  U22:10[.2.] U23:5[.3] U3:2[.1]
U17:1 from Slice 2 UL:14[1234] U17:13[12.4] U22:10[.2.] U23:5[.3] U3:2[.1]
U18:1 from Slice 3 Ul:14[1234] U17:13[12.4] U22:10[.2.] U23:5[.3] U32[.1] Ul81[.3.]
U18:1 from Slice 4 UL:14[1234] U17:13[12.4] U22:10[.2.] U23:5[.3] U32[.1] Ul8:2[.34]

After the completion of Round 3, based on the current state 30 positions in the top N positions of the merge buffer) has been

of the merge buffer, it appears that no additional round(s) of
stream data can cause U23 or any users below U23 to be
associated with an accumulated count great enough to dis-
place any of the users at the top 3 positions (U1, U17, and
U22) in the merge buffer, but a further round is needed to
make sure that the users within the top 3 positions cannot be
reordered. It can also be determined that the difference in
accumulated counts between Ul and U17 is only 1 and that
U17 may still have a stream value associated with a count of
1 or greater from Slice 3 that could at least tie the accumulated
count of U17 to that of U1, so the merge processing proceeds
to Round 4.

Round 4:

35

40

met. The top 3 most similar users to the current user are
therefore determined to be User 1 with 14 overlapping items,
User 17 with 14 overlapping items, and User 22 with 10
overlapping items and the merging process can end early (i.e.,
the matching process does not need to process stream values
in Rounds 5 or later). For example, the identifiers associated
with Users 1, 17, and 22 may be returned to the current user.

The other stream values sorted by the four slice processors
that would have been processed in Rounds 5 or later (U22:1,
U40:1, U52:1, US55:1, U23:1, and U56:1) may also be cached
and processed later (e.g., in the event that the users requests to
find the top 4 most similar users in a future matching request).

Received stream values

Updated Merge Buffer Positions

U18:1 from Slice 1 Ul:14[1234] U17:13[12.4]  U22:10[.2..] U23:5
U18:1 from Slice 2 Ul:14[1234] U17:13[12.4]  U22:10[.2..] U23:5
U17:1 from Slice 3 Ul:14[1234] U17:14[1234] U22:10[.2..] U23:5
U40:1 from Slice 4 Ul:14[1234] U17:14[1234] U22:10[.2..] U23:5

U18:3[1.34]
U18:4[1234]
U18:4[1234]
U18:4[1234]

U3:2[.1.]
U3:2[.1.]
U3:2[.1.]
U3:2[.1] U40:1[..4]

Now that Round 4 is completed, even though U17 is now
tied with U1 for the greatest accumulated count, since stream
values associated with U1 and U17 are now obtained from all
4 slice processors and the gap between the accumulated count
of either U1 and U17 to that of U22 is 4, the most that any
subsequent rounds can do is add 3 to the accumulated count of
U22 (because the current maximum value of any remaining
stream values on Slices 1, 3 and 4 is each 1 which means the
most additional count that U22 can obtain is 3, which is still
less than the difference between the current accumulated
count of U22 and the accumulated count for U1 or U17) so the
matching process is stopped because the 1) criterion for stop-
ping a merging process early (that if the sum of the stream
values from each slice processor in a subsequent round of
streaming and merging is less than the gap between adjacent

55

60
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FIG. 14 is an example of a user interface associated with a
feed page populated for a current user with comments posted
at presented preference activities. In some embodiments, the
user interface of FIG. 14 is presented to a current user that is
logged onto the example social networking service platform
Socialflavor™, in response to the current user’s selection to
view a feed page. In the example, the name (“Casey Chen”)
and picture of the current user is indicated in area 1402 of the
user interface. In the example, presented preference activities
1404, 1410, and 1412 (which have been selected to be pre-
sented by virtue of their high recommendation weights) have
had comments in association with them. In some embodi-
ments, each display of a preference activity at a current user’s
feed page may be the basis for posting comments/starting a
conversation thread by the user associated with the preference
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activity. In the example shown, preference activities 1404,
1410, and 1412 were indicated to be preferred by the current
user, Casey, and so Casey has posted comments at each of
such preference activities. While not shown in the example,
current user Casey may also reply to conversations started by
other users in association with their respective preference
activities that are presented at the feed page. As will be
described below, a comment posted at a displayed preference
activity at a current user’s feed page may appear on other
platform-related webpages as well.

In the example, a conversation comprising of multiple
comments posted by different users is associated with pref-
erence activity 1404 (which is associated with the television
show “Modern Family”). Because preference activity 1404 is
preferred by Casey, Casey had the opportunity to start a
conversation, which she has with the first comment, comment
1404, of “Manny is the best.” In the example, each comment
is displayed with at least an image associated with the com-
menting user, an identifier associated with the commenting
user (e.g., the first name of the user if the user is not the current
user and “You” if the user is the current user). Below com-
ment 1404 is comment 1406 that was posted by Casey, com-
ment 1414 that was posted by user Ben, and comment 1416
that was posted by Casey. The “View full conversation” 1408
element may be selected to show the other comments that are
currently hidden. In some embodiments and as will be further
described below, in the event that there are more than a pre-
determined number of comments associated with a presented
preference activity, the comments may be evaluated such that
a subset of comments that are determined to be the most
interesting are presented for the current user while the
remainder of the comments is hidden (e.g., until the current
user selects an element such as “View full conversation”
1408).

FIG. 15 is a diagram illustrating an example conversation
interaction flow. In this example, on the Socialflavor™ web-
site, a user tracks items he is interested in (“flavors™) in his
profile page. Examples of flavors include imported Face-
book® “likes,” Yelp® reviews, Amazon® ratings, iTunes®
purchases, Netflix® ratings, etc.

In this example, a flavor has a dedicated flavor page. The
user can start or follow a conversation regarding a particular
flavor by accessing the flavor page. Once he indicates prefer-
ence in a certain flavor, a preference activity is generated and
the flavor is added to his profile page.

In this example, a conversation page displays all the com-
ments within a particular set of comments in response to an
original comment about a preference activity. In some
embodiments, the set of comments is referred to as a conver-
sation thread. For example, returning to the example of FIG.
14, a current user may be directed to this conversation page if
the user selected the image associated with a relevant prefer-
ence activity that is presented to the current user at the current
user’s feed page.

The user can browse the flavor page to select conversations
of interest to him. He can also follow other users’ comments
in a conversation thread. Once he “likes” a flavor, new com-
ments about the flavor are sent to a feed page. Also, new
comments in a conversation he is in will also be sent to his
discussions page, which shows various conversations in
which the user has contributed at least one comment.

The user can enter a comment directly on the tile shown on
a feed page, or on the flavor page as a posting. It will go to the
discussions page for everybody who likes this flavor, but
people who do not share the flavor will not receive the com-
ment.
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FIG. 16 is a diagram that illustrates an example of a profile
page. The member profile is a visual representation of the
users’ items of interest (flavors). These flavors may be orga-
nized into categories like movies, books, people, food, other
interests, etc. The layout is presented as a series of clickable
flavor tiles that, when a tile is clicked, it flips over to reveal
other users who like the flavor, as well as the latest thought or
comment posted on that flavor. Users are able to respond to
the existing comment, or write their own thoughts on the
subject. Responses trigger the conversation page, while new
comments get posted on the corresponding flavor page as new
conversations, which in turn go out to the discussion pages of
those who like the flavor. This user interface leverages the
power of the visual medium, enabling users to respond to the
flavors’ imagery and share their thoughts in the moment for
any given flavor. If the user whose profile another user is
viewing wrote a comment about a flavor, it will be shown
when the other user “flips” the tile over by clicking on it. This
gives the viewer a quick and in-depth way of getting to know
the commenting user.

A user can start getting conversations about a flavor by
indicating his preference (e.g., “liking” a flavor). In the
example shown, the user has indicated interest in the flavor
“playing guitar.” Therefore, he will receive any new root
conversations about this flavor in his discussions page.

FIG. 17 illustrates an example flavor page. Every flavor has
its own dedicated page where users can start conversations by
posting questions, comments, opinions, etc. Users can also
choose to participate in any of the existing conversations on
the page. These conversations are sort-ordered by date (al-
though other embodiments can use similarity), with the most
recent post appearing in the upper left corner. Every time a
new conversation is started, it goes out to the member discus-
sion pages of those who like that flavor.

For example, if a user likes Persian food, he might post the
question, “What are the best restaurants in the Bay Area for
Persian food?” This question would be visible to anyone who
comes across the flavor page for Persian food, but it would
also go directly to the discussion pages of everyone on Social-
flavor™ who likes Persian food and has added the flavor
“Persian food” to their profile. Furthermore, as users respond
to the user’s question, all of their suggestions would go
directly into the user’s discussion page.

In the example shown, the flavor pertains to Beatle’s
Album “Sgt. Pepper’s Lonely Hearts Club Band.” In this
case, conversation threads started by Carol, Ahsha, Gabriel,
Steve, Duc, Darcy, etc. are displayed. These conversations are
referred to as root level conversations since they are created
directly in connection with the flavor itself. A user can view
the conversation threads in a conversation page.

FIG. 18 illustrates an example flavor page that gives a
preview of the users who made comments in a conversation
thread. Thumbnail pictures of the commenting users are dis-
played. The viewing user can mouse-over the thumbnail and
get a preview about the particular user. As will be described in
greater detail below, in some embodiments, the user com-
ments are sorted based on similarity-based weight calcula-
tions.

Every question or comment posted on a flavor page (or on
a flavor tile from a member’s profile page) gets its own dedi-
cated conversation page. The user may select to view the
details of a particular conversation.

FIG. 19 is an example conversation page. This page
includes the original comment or question, all replies to the
initial comment or question, as well as any sub-threads that



US 9,116,997 B2

25

may develop. The conversation page can vary in size, from a
single initial comment with no replies, to a lengthy interaction
with multiple sub-threads.

For example, a user might start a conversation by posting a
comment on Taylor acoustic guitars. On the flavor tile in the
user’s profile he writes, “I love Taylor guitars. They are tre-
mendously playable with great tone.”” This comment will be
seen by others (on the flavor page, or on the flip tile on the
user’s profile, or in his discussion page if they like Taylor
guitars) and someone might reply, “Me too! They are fantastic
guitars.” People could continue to reply to the original com-
ment, or perhaps be prompted to reply to someone else’s
reply, thus creating a sub-thread.

In the example page shown, Carol King started a conver-
sation regarding the “Sgt. Pepper” album. Other users partici-
pated in the conversation and all the comments in response to
Carol’s comment are displayed in the conversation page. In
addition, users can also follow the comments made by other
users. For example, Patty Boyd’s comment received 9 follow-
up comments, forming a sub-thread of its own. The viewing
user may select Patty’s comment, which will bring up a con-
versation page that displays Patty’s comment and the com-
ments in response to Patty.

Instead of merely listing comments chronologically, the
platform weighs the comments and displays the comments
according to their display score. In some embodiments and as
will be further discussed below, criteria used to weigh the
listings include how many flavors the original user who
started the thread has in common with the current user, how
much the users posting the follow-up comments have in com-
mon with the current user, whether (and how closely) the
original poster and/or follow-up posters is/are connected to
the current user. Other embodiments can have more compli-
cated algorithms factoring other measures of similarity such
as age, location, gender, etc. A commenting user who shares
more flavors with a current user than others is deemed to be
more similar to the current user than others; thus, the com-
ment made by this commenting user will be assigned a greater
weight and will be listed higher in the conversation page.

The conversation display allows multiple levels of sub-
threads. The current user can follow a main conversation
thread, a subthread, a subthread of a subthread, etc., by click-
ing on someone’s comment and replying to the comment. The
interface also allows the current user to select on the previous
level and return to it. The point at which the current user
engages in the conversation (e.g., posting a comment to a
conversation) is when the current user starts to participate and
gets updates on the conversation in his discussion page.

FIG. 20 is a flow diagram showing an embodiment of
presenting comments. In some embodiments, process 2000 is
implemented at system 100.

Process 2000 may be used to determine which of a set of
comments to display in association with a preference activity
(e.g., presented at a feed page) or an item of interest (“tlavor™)
(e.g., presented at a user profile page). In some embodiments,
posting all comments associated with each preference activ-
ity or item of interest may be visually overwhelming for a
current user so a subset of all comments is chosen to be
displayed instead.

At2001, a plurality of comments is received. For example,
the set of comments may be associated with a preference
activity or an item of interest.

At2002, it is determined whether the number of comments
in the set exceeds a threshold number of comments. For
example, a threshold number of comments may be configured
by a system administrator. The threshold number may be
chosen to be a maximum number of comments that may be
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presented at once with a preference activity or item of interest.
In the event that the number of comments does not exceed the
threshold number, then control passes to 2004, in which all
the comments of the set are displayed. In the event that the
number of comments exceeds the threshold number, control
passes to 2006.

At2006, a display score associated with one of the plurality
of comments is determined. Because the threshold number of
comments has been exceeded, 2006 is to be used to determine
which of the subset of comments is to be displayed by deter-
mining a display score associated with each such comment. In
some embodiments, several factors may be considered in
determining a display score for a comment. For example, how
many items of interest the original user who started the con-
versation thread has in common with the current user, how
many items of interest the user posting the follow-up com-
ment have in common with the current user, and whether (and
how closely) the original poster and/or follow-up posters
is/are connected (e.g., through a platform-recognized rela-
tionship) to the current user. Other embodiments can have
more complicated algorithms factoring other measures of
similarity such as age, location, gender, the density of words
in the comment, and/or the number of unique words included
in the comment, for example.

At 2008, a portion of the plurality of comments associated
with a predetermined number of highest display scores is
presented. Once a display score is determined for each com-
ment in the set, the comments are ranked in a descending
order of display scores. A high display score indicates that the
comment is more likely of interest to the current user. In some
embodiments, a predetermined number of comments associ-
ated with the highest display scores is displayed with the
preference activity or item of interest, while the remaining
comments are hidden until the current user makes a selection
associated with viewing the remaining comments.

FIG. 21 illustrates an example discussions page. The feed
discussions displays recent activities (e.g., comments) asso-
ciated with the user’s flavors. In particular, comments since
the current user’s last visit are displayed.

The discussions page provides users with 2 streams of
conversations: public streams which include flavor-based
conversations, new initiations of root level conversations (not
sub-threads) to any flavor the current user likes, as well as any
updates to conversations the current user is participating in;
private streams which include user-to-user conversations and
interactions between two users. Private streams are only vis-
ible to the current user. When a user views another user’s
conversation feed, the first will only see the public comments
made by the second user.

In some embodiments, the same user interface with a pub-
lic mode and a private mode is used for displaying feeds. FIG.
21 illustrates the interface in public mode where public
streams are received and displayed. The current user may
view a conversation, add comments to a conversation, hide a
conversation he is no longer interested in so he will no longer
receive any feeds, block comments from another user, flag the
comment as inappropriate, etc.

FIG. 22 illustrates the same interface in private mode
where private streams are received and displayed. The current
user has the options to reply to the message, hide the message,
block messages from the message’s sender, flag a message as
inappropriate, etc.

In another aspect, the platform provides real-time updates
that indicate when a user is posting a comment. Other users
can follow-up with that user or his/her comment, for example,
by sending private messages or publically posting comments
in response.
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In another aspect, the platform allows user-policing in
identifying inappropriate messages/comments. A message/
comment that is flagged as inappropriate but does not clearly
violate the website’s rules is displayed to the users who are
interested in the conversation (and/or flavor) for voting on
whether the message/comment is (in)appropriate. A message/
comment is only deemed to be (in)appropriate if the platform
receives at least a threshold number of votes indicating its
(in)appropriateness.

In some embodiments, the conversations are processed by
acomment processor and presented to the users in the manner
described above. In one example, the comment processor
further includes a front end processor that follows the rules
described above. The actual content of the conversations is
persisted in a local cache and persistent data store. The match
system described above acts as a high speed comment index
that efficiently selects and sorts the return responses.

Internally the comment data is stored hierarchically—each
comment that is added references a ‘parent” entity—either a
topic, user, or another comment. And as comments are added,
key data is also included, such as who made the comment and
when the comment was made. This data comprises the com-
ment database which is stored in the recommendation engine.
This parent-child relationship is internally represented as a
directed graph, where the edges are bidirectional and the
nodes are pre-sorted according to the comment ordering. For
example, the comments are ordered according to date
descending.

Then, queries can be run across this database, program-
matically selecting and sorting the database to return the
desired results. For example, the pseudo code for a topic level
query looks like:

Given a topic being viewed and a user doing the viewing

(these are pre-ordered by date descending)

Add each top level comment that refers to this comment

Continue the above according to the count/offset param-

eters specified in the query

For each comment actually added to the list, select a par-

ticipant list based on the overlap rules inherent in the
recommendation engine between the user commenting
and the user viewing

Presenting preference activities in a determined order for
users is described above. By assigning each candidate pref-
erence activity a recommendation weight based on various
factors, those candidate preference activities that are likely to
be of the most interest to a current user will be identified based
on their high recommendation weights. Then, candidate pref-
erence activities are then presented for the current user in a
manner that reflects their respective recommendation weights
such that candidate preference activities with higher recom-
mendation weights will be seen earlier. In some embodi-
ments, similar weighting is applied to the comments associ-
ated with such preference activities to determine a manner of
presenting a subset of the comments assumed to be of the
most interest to the current user.

Although the foregoing embodiments have been described
in some detail for purposes of clarity of understanding, the
invention is not limited to the details provided. There are
many alternative ways of implementing the invention. The
disclosed embodiments are illustrative and not restrictive.

What is claimed is:

1. A system for determining preference activities to present
to a current user, comprising:

one or more processors configured to:

obtain a plurality of candidate preference activities,
wherein a candidate preference activity comprises an
instance of a user indicating preference for an item,
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wherein at least some of the plurality of candidate
preference activities is associated with a plurality of
comments submitted by one or more users;
select a subset of the plurality of candidate preference
activities, wherein the subset of the plurality of can-
didate preference activities comprises candidate pref-
erence activities performed by a plurality of relevant
users with respect to the current user, wherein a rel-
evant user is determined based at least in part on a
corresponding similarity value with respect to the cur-
rent user;
determine a recommendation weight for one of the sub-
set of the plurality of candidate preference activities
with respect to the current user; and
present at least some of the subset of the plurality of
candidate preference activities based on recommen-
dation weights corresponding to the subset of the
plurality of candidate preference activities, wherein to
present the at least some of the subset of the plurality
of candidate preference activities includes to present
one or more comments associated with a presented
candidate preference activity with the presented can-
didate preference activity, wherein the one or more
comments associated with the presented candidate
preference activity are submitted by at least a subset
of'the one or more users, wherein to present the one or
more comments associated with the presented candi-
date preference activity with the presented candidate
preference activity includes to:
determine whether a quantity of comments included
in the one or more comments associated with the
presented candidate preference activity exceeds a
threshold quantity of comments;
in the event that the quantity of comments included in
the one or more comments associated with the pre-
sented candidate preference activity exceeds the
threshold quantity of comments, determine a sub-
set of the one or more comments associated with
the presented candidate preference activity to
present with the presented candidate preference
activity; and

a memory coupled to the one or more processors and con-

figured to provide the processors with instructions.

2. The system of claim 1, wherein the one or more proces-
sors are further configured to:

receive an indication associated with a preference for an

item and data associated with a user; and

store metadata associated with a new preference activity

including data associated with at least the user and the
item.

3. The system of claim 1, wherein the recommendation
weight is determined based at least in part on one or more of
the following: a social credibility associated with a relevant
user associated with the candidate preference activity, a social
currency associated with the relevant user associated with the
candidate preference activity, a similarity between the rel-
evant user associated with the candidate preference activity
and the current user, a degree of interest indicated by the
relevant user associated with the candidate preference activ-
ity, a context indicated by the relevant user associated with the
candidate preference activity, and a friendship or subscription
relationship between the relevant user and the current user.

4. The system of claim 1, wherein the recommendation
weight is determined based at least in part on one or more of
the following: a context indicated by the current user, a friend-
ship or subscription relationship between a relevant user asso-
ciated with the candidate preference activity and the current
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user, and one or more interactions associated with the current
user and the candidate preference activity.

5. The system of claim 1, wherein the recommendation
weight is determined based at least in part on a timestamp
associated with the candidate preference activity.

6. The system of claim 1, wherein the recommendation
weight is determined based at least in part on a number of
users who have indicated preference for an item associated
with the candidate preference activity.

7. The system of claim 1, wherein the similarity value is
determined based at least in part on a number of overlapping
items of interest the relevant user is determined to share with
the current user.

8. The system of claim 1, wherein the one or more proces-
sors are further configured to rank the subset of the plurality
of candidate preference activities based at least in part on the
recommendation weights.

9. The system of claim 8, wherein the one or more proces-
sors are further configured to present the at least portion of the
subset of the plurality of candidate preference activities based
on the ranking.

10. The system of claim 1, wherein to determine the subset
of the one or more comments associated with the presented
candidate preference activity to present with the presented
candidate preference activity includes to determine a display
score associated with a comment of the one or more com-
ments and to determine to present the comment with the
presented candidate preference activity based at least in part
on the display score associated with the comment.

11. A method for determining preference activities to
present to a current user, comprising:

obtaining a plurality of candidate preference activities,

wherein a candidate preference activity comprises an
instance of a user indicating preference for an item,
wherein at least some of the plurality of candidate pref-
erence activities is associated with a plurality of com-
ments submitted by one or more users;

selecting, using one or more computer processors, a subset

of the plurality of candidate preference activities,
wherein the subset of the plurality of candidate prefer-
ence activities comprises candidate preference activities
performed by a plurality of relevant users with respect to
the current user, wherein a relevant user is determined
based at least in part on a corresponding similarity value
with respect to the current user;

determining a recommendation weight for one of the sub-

set of the plurality of candidate preference activities with
respect to the current user; and

presenting at least some of the subset of the plurality of

candidate preference activities based on recommenda-
tion weights corresponding to the subset of the plurality
of candidate preference activities, wherein presenting
the at least some of the subset of the plurality of candi-
date preference activities includes presenting one or
more comments associated with a presented candidate
preference activity with the presented candidate prefer-
ence activity, wherein the one or more comments asso-
ciated with the presented candidate preference activity
are submitted by at least a subset of the one or more
users, wherein presenting the one or more comments
associated with the presented candidate preference
activity with the presented candidate preference activity
includes:
determining whether a quantity of comments included in
the one or more comments associated with the pre-
sented candidate preference activity exceeds a thresh-
old quantity of comments;
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in the event that the quantity of comments included in
the one or more comments associated with the pre-
sented candidate preference activity exceeds the
threshold quantity of comments, determining a subset
of the one or more comments associated with the
presented candidate preference activity to present
with the presented candidate preference activity.

12. The method of claim 11, further comprising:

receiving an indication associated with a preference for an

item and data associated with a user; and

storing metadata associated with a new preference activity

including data associated with at least the user and the
item.

13. The method of claim 11, wherein the recommendation
weight is determined based at least in part on one or more of
the following: a social credibility associated with a relevant
user associated with the candidate preference activity, a social
currency associated with the relevant user associated with the
candidate preference activity, a similarity between the rel-
evant user associated with the candidate preference activity
and the current user, a degree of interest indicated by the
relevant user associated with the candidate preference activ-
ity, a context indicated by the relevant user associated with the
candidate preference activity, and a friendship or subscription
relationship between the user and the relevant current user.

14. The method of claim 11, wherein the recommendation
weight is determined based at least in part on one or more of
the following: a context indicated by the current user, a friend-
ship or subscription relationship between a relevant user asso-
ciated with the candidate preference activity and the current
user, and one or more interactions associated with the current
user and the candidate preference activity.

15. The method of claim 11, wherein the recommendation
weight is determined based at least in part on a timestamp
associated with the candidate preference activity.

16. The method of claim 11, wherein the recommendation
weight is determined based at least in part on a number of
users who have indicated preference for an item associated
with the candidate preference activity.

17. The method of claim 11, wherein the similarity value is
determined based at least in part on a number of overlapping
items of interest the relevant user is determined to share with
the current user.

18. The method of claim 11, further comprising ranking the
subset of the plurality of candidate preference activities based
at least in part on the recommendation weights.

19. The method of claim 18, further comprising presenting
the at least portion of the subset of the plurality of candidate
preference activities based on the ranking.

20. A computer program product for determining prefer-
ence activities to present to a current user, the computer
program product being embodied in a non-transitory com-
puter readable storage medium and comprising computer
instructions for:

obtaining a plurality of candidate preference activities,

wherein a candidate preference activity comprises an
instance of a user indicating preference for an item,
wherein at least some of the plurality of candidate pref-
erence activities is associated with a plurality of com-
ments submitted by one or more users;

selecting a subset of the plurality of candidate preference

activities, wherein the subset of the plurality of candi-
date preference activities comprises candidate prefer-
ence activities performed by a plurality of relevant users
with respect to the current user, wherein a relevant user
is determined based at least in part on a corresponding
similarity value with respect to the current user;
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determining a recommendation weight for one of the sub-
set of the plurality of candidate preference activities with
respect to the current user; and
presenting at least some of the subset of the plurality of

candidate preference activities based on recommenda- 5

tion weights corresponding to the subset of the plurality

of candidate preference activities, wherein presenting

the at least some of the subset of the plurality of candi-

date preference activities includes presenting one or

more comments associated with a presented candidate 10

preference activity with the presented candidate prefer-

ence activity, wherein the one or more comments asso-

ciated with the presented candidate preference activity

are submitted by at least a subset of the one or more

users, wherein presenting the one or more comments 15

associated with the presented candidate preference

activity with the presented candidate preference activity

includes:

determining whether a quantity of comments included in
the one or more comments associated with the pre- 20
sented candidate preference activity exceeds a thresh-
old quantity of comments;

in the event that the quantity of comments included in
the one or more comments associated with the pre-
sented candidate preference activity exceeds the 25
threshold quantity of comments, determining a subset
of the one or more comments associated with the
presented candidate preference activity to present
with the presented candidate preference activity.
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